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‘Give attendance to reading,to exhortation, to doctrine.’ 
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VINDICATION OF UNIVERGATISM. | ; 
| you, to love the Lord your God, and 06 walk 
| in all his ways;-and to keep his command- 
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ness, and ingenuously acknowledged the im- 
portant services they had rendered their breth- 
ren. The advice he gave them is couched im 
the following language—“ But take’ dili 
heed.to do the commandment of the law 
which Moses, the servant of the charged, 


And the Children of Israel heard say ‘ Behold, the | ments, and to cleave unto bim, and to serve 
children of Reuben, and the children of Gad, and the | him, with all your heart, and with all your 


half tribe of Manasseh, bave built an altar over 
against the Land of Canaan, in the borders of Jordan, 
at the passage of the children of israel :-—And when 
the children of Israel heard of it, the whole congre- 
gation of the children of Israel gathered themselves 
together at Shiloh, to go up to war against them.”— 
Joshua xxii. 11,12. 

Under the administration of Moses, an 
agreement had been made, between the nine 
tribes and a half of the children of Israel, and 
the two tribes and a half mentioned in our text. 
By this agreement or alliance, the children 
of Reuben, the children of Gad, and the half 
tribe.ef Manasseh, bound themselves to assist 
their brethren in gaining possession of the land 
of Canaan; and it was agreed, on the part of 
the nine tribes and a half, that when their 
common enemy should be subdued, the two 
tribes and a half should receive a certain por- 
tion of territory, and a stipulated proportion of 
the spoil, as a reward for their services. The 
alliance formed during the life of Moses, was 
strictly observed by both parties until his 
death; and when Joshua succeeded him, as 
the leader of the Israelites, and had obtained 
possession of the promised land, the contract 
expired, by its own limitation, and the two 
tribes anda half were discharged. They had 
faithfully served their brethren, and received 
the stipulated reward, accompanied with the 
blessing of the good Joshua. 

By the united endeavours of the confedera- 
ted tribes, the former possessors of the soil had 
been either dispersed or destroyed ; and but 
little remained for them to do, but to enjoy the 
good of the land. The nine tribes and a half 
received their respective portions of territory 
on the west side of Jordan, by lot, and had al- 
ready located the tabernacle of the Lord. at 
Shiloh. When the two tribes and a half were 
about to depart to the other side of Jordan, the 
venerable Joshua, who was now stricken with 
years, called them into his presence to give 
them such advice as they might need. He af- 
fectionately reminded them of their faithfal- 


| soul.”? 





“So Joshua blessed them and. sent 
them away.” 

“ And he spake unto them, saying, Retufn 
with your riches unto your tents, and with very 
much cattle, with silver, and with gold, and 
with brass, and with iron, and with very much 
raiment ; divide the spoil of your enemies with 
your brethren.” After having received this 
advice, and the blessing of the good — 
“they departed to go unto the country of 
lead, to the land of ‘their ion, whereof 
they were possessed, according to the word of” 
the Lord, by the hand of Moses. And when 
they came unto the borders of Jordan, that are 
in the land of Canaan, the children of Reu- - 
ben, and the children of Gad, and the half 
tribe of Manasseh, built there an A Jor- 
dan—a great Altar to see to. And the ¢ 
of Israel heard say, ‘ Behold, the children of 
Reuben, and the children of Gad, and the’ 
half tribe of Manasseh, have built an altar 
over against the land of Canaan, in the bordéts 
of Jordan, at the passage of the children of 
Israel :-—And when the children of Israel 
heard of it, the whole congregation of the 
children of Israel gathered themselves 
at Shiloh, to go up to war against them. 

Now the curious mind will find it somewhat 
difficult, at first, to account for the rashness of 
the children of Israel, as manifested im their 
gathering themselves together to go up to war 
against their brethren. For, as ay the 
text, there was nothing to justify the measure 
but a mere flying report—a mere “ hearsay.” 
This was not the way in which our forefathers 
conducted themselves, when they declared 
war against the “ mothéeftountry.”  All'the 
‘‘hearsays” in the world would not have c@i- 
ed them to arms. Was it “ hearsay,” think 
ye, that led our sires to entrench themselves 
upon the hallowed spot in the rear of this 
house’? Was it a mere re thet produced 
the Declaration of Independence? Wag it 
‘‘ hearsay that bared a@housand breasts to the 
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shafts of an invading foe, and led to victory 
the fatliers and sons of freedom? Nay! They 
waited for the palpable proofs of a disposition 
om the part of the invaders to oppress and en- 
slave’them, before the blow was struck. 

But, admitting that the report which came 
to the ears of the Israelites was true, it is dif. 
ficult to account for the disturbance it created. 
Sappose the two tribes and a half had built an 
altar; what right had the Israelites to com- 
plain? They had just acknowledged their 
faithfulness—they had but recently given them 
@ parting blessing; and no one pretended to 
have any farther claim upon them. If they 
had been disposed to build an hundred altars, 
it is difficult to conceive of any justice in the 
rash determination of their brethren to fight 
them for it. 

But the seeret is explained by the following 
facts. Moses and Joshua had both been very 
explicit in guarding the people against idolatry; 
and’ when the two tribes and a half were 
about to depart, Joshua, as before stated, char- 
ged them, particularly, tu “take diligent heed 
to do the commandment of the law, which 
Moses, the servant of the Lord, charged them— 
to love the Lord their God, and to walk in all 
his ways, and to keep his commandments, and 
té eleave unto him, and to serve him, with all 
their heart, and with all their souls.” Owing 
q kind of jealousy not altogether peculiar to 

e Israelites, as soon as they “heard say” that 
their brethren had built an altar, they took it 
for granted that they had become idolctors.— 
Notwithstanding their former amity, they at 
once assembled around their tabernacle at Shi- 
loh, full of holy wrath, and resolved to go up 
to war against them. Now, all the ties of na- 
tnre, consanguinity, and affection, were to be 
tern asunder—the abominable altar was to be 
torn down—and now, vengeance was to be 
taken upon these wicked idolators ! 

But, fortunately for both parties, some, more 
considerate and prudent than the rest, propo- 
sed to send the son of Eleazar the priest, ac- 
compapied with a respectable delegation of 
ptinces, ten in number, one from each tribe, 
to the two tribes and a half, to make certain 
enquiries touching the supposed apostacy. 
These delegates, supposing that all their sur- 
mises were fonnded in fact, approached them 
with great apparent zeal, and addressed them 
in-the following severe and uncharitable man- 
ner—‘‘ Thus saith the whole congregation of 
the Lord, What trespass is this that ye have 
committed against the God of Israel, to turn 
away this day from following the Lord, in that 
ye have builded you an altar that ye might 
rebel this day against the Lord? Is the ini- 
quity of Peer too little for us, from which we 
are not cleansed unto this day, although there 
was a plague in the congregation of the Lord, 
but that x must turn away this day from fol- 
toying the Lord ?~and it will be, seeing ye 





rebel to-day against the Lord, that to-morrow 
he will be wroth with the whole congregation 
of Israel.” 

It is surprising that men—and great men, 
too, should have introduced their business in 
this abrupt and unbecoming manner. They 
had nothing, as yet, to justify even a suspi- 
cion of idolatry, but a vague report—a mere 
“ hearsay”—but they did not hesitate to ac- 
cuse the two tribes and a half of several great 
crimes. They had not investigat-d the mat- 
ter at all, but took up the report as they found 
it, and made the very worst of it they could. 
Now if the accused had acted as unwisely as 
their accusers, they would have had war at 
once: But fortunately they manifested a better 
spirit. Hear their reply. 

Then the children of Reuben, and the child- 
ren of Gad, and the half tribe of Manasseh, 
answered, and said unto the heads of the thou- 
sands of Israel—“‘ The Lord God of gods, he 
knoweth, and Israel he shall know—if it be 
in rebellion, or if in transgression against the 
Lord, save us not this day.” Here was a so- 
lemn appeal, on the part of the accused, to the 
God of the Universe, in making which, they 
manifested an honest disposition. This most 
have placed the princes of Israel in rather an 
awkward and uncomfortabie situation ; for 
here was a solemn plea of “ not guilty” against 
a mere “heresay!” How easy it would have 
been for the accused to have caused all these 
great men to blush at their own folly! They 
might have enquired,—Gentlemen, you have 
accused us of violating the law of God—of 
rebellion against our heavenly Father—and 
pray inform us oi your authority for so doing. 
What could they have said? They could only 
say—our charges were founded on hearsay !” 

But it may be asked—was there no truth in 
the report? Yes, it was true so far as this— 
they had actually erected an altar, but with 
views entirely different from what had been 
alledged against them. Let them speak for 
themselves. [Read verses 23—30.] 

From this we discover, that the accused 
were, after all, actuated by the best of motives 
—motives which their accusers themselves, 
would have been the last to condemn, Their 
object was to worship God in their own way, 
and to perpetrate a remembrance of his name 
and his goodness, by erecting a temple which 
should serve to remind them of their obliga- 
tions to him. They wanted something to take 
away the reproach from their children, and to 
remind them, that they, and their brethren, 
had been friends and worshippers of the same 
Jehovah. 

Our minds are forcibly impressed with the 
conviction, that in many other cases, as well 
as in this, great evils have arisen from forming 
premature opinions—from judging hastily of 
the motives of others, or from placing too 
much dependence upon vague reports. If 
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mankind would seek for information, as zeal- 
ously as they do for oceasions to find fault with 
others, they would save themselves from a 
great deal of trouble. The Israelites, if they 
had taken a little time to consider, might have 
saved themselves from a great deal of anxiety, 
and many troubles, and some mortification. In- 


stead of gathering themselves together, to go | 


up to war against their brethren, they might 
have pursued their respective avocations 
peaceably, and happily, until, in due time, 
correct information could have been obtained, 
relative to the supposed wickedness of their 
brethren, and then all would have been well. 
But, probably, it taught them a good lesson ; 
and we will endeavour to gain wisdom from 
the same event. 

Every body knows—or, every body may 
know, that since a portion of the inhabitants 
of this country have secéded from the reli- 
gious creeds and modes of worship of our 
brethren of other dcnominatious, a great ma- 
uy reports have been circulated, which are 
quite prejudicial to the characters of the dis- 
senters. We, brethren, who believe in God 
as the Saviour of all mankind, have been, and 
probably are yet, censured very severely, for 
our supposed apostacy from the true faith.-— 
Very many “ hearsays” are afloat in the worid ; 
and what is truly remarkable, “‘the whole 
congregation of the children of Israel” (that is, 
modern Israelites) have gathered themselves 
together to go up to war against us. Old ani- 
mosities have been laid aside, old difficulties 
heve been healed, and all the various sects 
and religious parties are now united and are 
engaged in preparations for a simultaneous at- 
tack upon all Universalists and Unitarians. 

While reflecting on this subject my mind 
was forcibly struck with the coincident circum- 
stance, that the whole strength of our breth- 
ren of the orthodox denominations, is brought 
to bear against two sects and a part of another. 
Reckoning ourselves as one sect, and our Uni- 
tarian brethren as the second, and claiming on 
the side of liberal Christianity, that portion of 
our Quaker brethren who have rejetted the 
doctrine of the Trinity, and we have two and 
ahalf. Against these persons and their views 
much is said and done. And probably the 
proportion of our opponents, to the sects just 
a is as nine and a half to two and a 

alf. 

Leaving all others to defend their own views 
I shall notice only such reports as have been 
cireulated with a view of producing a preju- 
dice in the publick mind against our own faith 
and mode of worship. And, 

First: The report has gone out, that the 
Universalists have thrown aside the bible, 
and will not be guided by its doctrines, or its 
precepts! This “hear say” has been accre- 
dited by thousands, and much unreasonable 
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report. It may have originated in honest ig- 
norance, or it may have been set afloat by de- 
sign. Be that as it may, we all know ‘that 
many very honest and good people have refu- 
sed to hear the doctrine, supposing that its ad- 
vocates rejected the testimony of the scrip- 
tures. Now if those who have “heard say” 
that we are thus foolish, would only come, in 
the spirit of religion, and enquire of us -what 
our views on this subject are, the difficul 
would soon be removed. We could convince 
any candid enquirer, that we take the bible 
| for the man of our council, the guide of our 

conduct, and the record of our faith. "That we 
| claim the right to read and understand for our- 
| selves, is very true—that we differ from oth- 
ers in opinion as to its import, is no less true ; 
but this, by no means justifies the uncharitable 
report, that we throw it away. The two and 
a half tribes built an altar for themselves, but 
that was no proof of their apostacy.. ’ 
therefore, who are so fond of stigmatizing us 
as deists and infidels, had better send @ respec- 
table delegation to ascertain the facts of this 
| case, rather than persist in their offensive pre- 
| parations to come up to war against us. And, 
no doubt, we could with great truth and sin- 
cerity exclaim in the language of our context: 
“The Lord God of gods,” &c. 

Another “hearsay” which has does 
considerable commotion in the religious 
is, that the Universalists “deny the Lord that 
bought us.” Great pains have been taken to 
circulate this report, and much hard.feeling 
has been produced by it. 

Now, if we take up this subject and exam- 
ine the grounds on which this charge of a 
tacy rests, it will be found that this “‘ hearsay” 
also, is unfounded. True, we cannot admit 
that the Son of Mary was the Creator of the 
Universe, nor that “God the mighty Maker 
died” on Calvary ; but we would, neverthe- 
less, render to Christ ail the honour and re- 
spect he ever claimed. If we cannot adore 
his divinity, we can honour his humanity— 
and if we cannot worship him as God, we can 
reverence him as the Son of God. 

But why should the whole congregation of 
Israel complain of us? Do we not profess to 
believe in, and adore the God of Jacob? Do 
not they do the same? Why, then, do they 
reproach us, while we agree with them in 
erecting our altars to the One God? What 
propriety is there in contending about the de- 
tuils, when we all agree as to fundamentals ? 
A little investigation and inquiry would, per- 
haps, make an end of this hostility. 

Again: The children of Israel have “ heard 
say,” that the Unitariens and Universalists 
are all agreed in sentiment, and that there is 
no difference but in name. Now, this’ also, is 
a mistake. We have no inclination to dero- 
gate, in the least, from the respectability of 














mimosity has been produced by this foolish 


our neighbours, who are distinguished by their 
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belief in one God. We respect them as good 
citizens and good Christians; but so long as 
they cannot consent to be called by our name, 
we certainly do not wish to be called by theirs, 
to take away our reproach. When they openly 
profess the distinguishing tenet of our faith, 
we shall cheerfully claim them as our breth- 
ren ; but, until then, they shall neither be 
honoured nor disgraced, by our consent, by be- 
ing identified with us as a denomination. And 
if our opponents will take pains to examine 
the matter, they will find that, at present, there 
are but few feelings or views in common among 
these two sects. We, who advocate a pure, 
unconditional immortality, as the leading doc- 
trine of Christianity, cannot consent to stop by 
the wayside, to contend about things of much 
' Jess consequence ; or rather, when abstractly 
considered, of no consequence at all. The 
doctrine of the divine Unity is of no other ad- 
vantage than to lead our minds to admit the 
all-sufficiency of God’s love and grace. And if 
there be any who would halt at the threshold, 
_ they are not of us. True, as far as they go, 
they walk the same road with ourselves; but 
while they stop to contemplate the graceful- 
ness and benignity of the One God, we are 
striving to find, in the rich provisions of his 





! 


and love, that which alone can satisfy | 


: the longing mind. While, therefore, our genc- 


Tosity would incline us not to disgrace our : 


neghbours, our self-respect will lezd us to 
claim no particular alliance with any, who, 
from conscientious motives or policy, desire to 
keep separate from us. 

Again :—Another “hearsay” is, that since 
we have departed from the congregation of 
the Lord, we have become quite immoral, and 
extremely irreligious. 


been heard from this very desk! Now, really, 
I am inclined to believe, from. what I have 
seen, and from what I have heard, that there 
must be some mistake in this statement. At 
any rate it will be a mark of wisdom in those 
who have “heard say” that such is the fact, 
to look carefully into the matter. For one, i 
ean truly say, I have seen this temple, erected 
to the living God—I have heard the joyful 
hymn of praise—I have witnessed the devo- 
tions of those who worship here—I have be- 
held the proofs of their sincerity ; but I have 


sten nothing like a spirit of rebellion against | 


God. May we all, my brethren, be enabled 
@nscientiously to adopt the language of our 
context. 

Another “hearsay” is, that believers in the 
unlimited goodness of God, deny the existence 
of any hell! This is truly an astonishing re- 
port. And what proof has been adduced to 
support this charge? A mere “hearsay”— 
for no man living ever heard a well-instructed 
Universalist deny the existence of as many hells 
methe bible teaches. If those who have long 


And what has surpri- 
ged me very much—a report of this kind has 








listened to this report, will take the trouble to 
examine the subject, they will find, that in- 
stead of denying the fact that there is a hell, 
we strenuously maintain that there are several. 
There is the hell from which David was deli- 
vered, is one—the hell into which all go at 
death, and from which our Saviour was deli- 
vered, is two—the hell, or Tartarus of the 
heathen is three—and the hell of fire in the 
valley of Hinnom, is four! Now “the Lord 
God of gods,” knoweth, and the world may 
know, that we believe in al! these hells. But 
if we are accused of denying the eternity of 
either, we plead guilty to the charge: for we 
know, and do testify, hell will be destroyed. 

Another “hearsay” is, that we deny the 
personality of the Devil. In regard to this re- 
port, we are constrained to admit its truth. To 
the praise of our accusers be it said, we do 
not believe in en omnipresent, personal being, 
called the devil; and when we, as a body of 
professing Christians, erected an altar to the 
Lord Almighty, it did not enter our thoughts 
that we were bound by any divine command, 
to inscribe upon it the name of any such 
being. 

Another “ hearsay” is, that if the doctrine 
we believe be true, it gives loose to all the 
passions of the huroan heart, and requires not 
a well-ordered life and conversation. This 
report, if true, might justify our brethren of 
other denominations in their hostility to the 
great cause in which we feel so deeply inte- 
rested. It is only by a full conviction that the 
“hearsay” is unfounded in fact, that we are 
induced to persevere in our efforts to spread 
the doctrine we profess. And, before the 
world, in the presence of that God who knows 
the heart, we do solemnly declare, that if our 
accusers will show us that our sentiments do 
produce, or can produce an excuse for vice or 
immorality, we will abandon the cause imme- 
diately. 

Vice, immorality and irreligion, are evils 
which we honestly deprecate ; and, as God is 
our Judge, we will not preach, nor counte- 
nance,» nor support, nor believe a doctrine 
which will tend to perpetuate those evils.— 
“The Lord God of gods’”—he knoweth, and 
Christizns—they shall know, that our object 
is, to promote true religion and morality ; and 
if our views, or a promulgation of them, can 
be __ incorrect, or detrimental to the peace 
and good order of society, we have only to be 
convinced of that fact, and our temples of 
worship shall be levelled to the ground, and 
our tongues shall be hushed in perpetual si- 
lence. 

There are other reports, unfavourable to the 
cause which we have espoused, which might 
be noticed ; but enough has been said on these 
particulars. We have only time for a few ge- 
neral remarks. 

It is a source of much regret, and a cause 
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for deep humiliation, that Christians have so 
far departed from their duty, as to bestow their 
censure so freely upon their brethren who have 
differed -with them in opinion. However just 
the censure may be, it is to be deplored, iuas- 
much as no good can result from severe treat- 
ment. But the evil does not lie altogether in 
the obloquy which is frequently thrown upon 
one Christian by another, or upon one society 
by another; but it consists in rashness and 
violence without a cause. 

If we cast our eye upon the history of the 
Church, we shall find that but very few, if 
any, persecutions have arisen, where people 
have taken pains to examine, carefully and 
candidly, the ‘opinions of persons accused of 
heresy ; but when one body of men has perse- 
cuted another, it has been done without due 
consideration, and always without the shadow 
of an apology. And this is the case now in 
America. 

Certain denominations had obtained an as- 
cendancy over publick opinion, and were fa- 
voured with the confidence and respect of a 
large proportion of the inhabitants of this 
country. It will be recollected also, that our 
pilgrim forefathers fled from bondage and op- 
pression, more intolerable than that endured 
by the tribes of Israel who have figured so 
largely in our present discourse. These Christ- 
ians and their descendants, as before observed, 
have received a large share of publick respect 
and confidence ; and, what is equally true, 
those who have never believed their doctrines 
have rendered them many essential services. 
Look at the history of this country—is it not a 
fact, that when our puritanical forefathers fled 
hither--when they came here, to this promi- 
sed land, to find a secure retreat, where they 
might enjoy the rights of conscience ; is it not 
a fact, that they \‘ere assisted by some who 
could not conscienti sly subscribe to all their 
views? Who drove back the aborigines of 
our heritage? Who assisted in repelling their 
civilized foes? Who felled the stately forests ? 
Who contributed to the erection of temples for 
the worship of God? Did not many assist in 
these things, who, in a religious point of view, 
were not particularly interested? There is 
now in this Commonwealth, if I mistake not, 
a law, by which any person, of any faith, may 
be compelled to pay for the support of a doc- 
trine which he does not believe. 

But the time has come when a portion of 
the Christian community think it their duty, 
and their privilege, to depart from their breth- 
ren, and erect an altar of love to the honour of 
the God of the Universe. They have recei- 
ved the blessings, and we hope the prayers, 
of their former friends ; and now, why should 
they gather themselves together to go up to 
war against them? Why is the world filled 
with so many reports? Why are so many 
“‘ hearsays” abroad in the Christian commu- 
nity 








We have but one favour to ask—all we dex 
sire is, that our Christian friends and neigh- 
bours will give our cause a fair and itpartial 
hearing. ‘That we are on one side of Jordan; 
and they on the other, is admitted—that we, 
as a body of Christians, have built an altar, is 
also confessed ; but we fear that but very few 
of our present opponents have examined the 
motives by which we are actuated. Even 
while conscious of our innocence, we behold 
them in battle array—the tocsin has. heen 
sounded—the armour is put on—but, is it the 
armour of Love? 


There is, brethren, a great and very im- 
portant question before the world, and that 
question must be answered. It is: Is God 
Almighty the Saviour of all men, or is he not ? 
Those who answer this question in the affirma* 
tive are few in number, comparatively speak- 
ing, but rapidly increasing. Arrayed against 
this sentiment, ate nine twelfths of our Christ- 
ian brethren, all Deists and Atheists, and all 
those who “care for none of these things.” 
But, although those in the affirmative, are the 
minority, the question must be decided fairly 
and candidly. What shall be done? Out ap- 
peal to the law and the testimony must be s0- 
lemn, sincere and heart-felt—our conduct 
must be open, kind, frank, and ingenuous—~ 
our deportment must be modest, humble and 
upright—our conversation must be pure, end 
in heaven! Then, if we are favoured with @ 
blessing from on high, we shall pape glori- 
ously, and all the “hearsays” in the world 
will not retard out progress or disturb our 
peace. ‘ 
That truth may finally triumph, may the 
Lord God of gods add his approval, and ren- 
der us happy with the light of his counte~ 
nance. 








THE ESSAYIST. 


AN ESSAY ON CHRISTIANITY. 
NO. VIII. 
SCRIPTURE INTERPRETATION. 

It is strange, that paying so great atteafion 
to the bible as all Christians do, they should 
be so ignorant of the true method of scripture 
interpretation. I did intend to give an en- 
larged view of this subject, but have been so 
long detained on some other particulars that 
I shall dismiss it with a few general observa- 
tions. 

To point out all the errours, common to 
scripture interpreters, would require more 
time and room than I can allot to so ungrateful 
atask. It will be enough to exhibit the true 
method. 

We are to take up the bibie as we do any 
other book. We are not to expeet a partien- 
lar meaning in every word. The style, though 
generally correct and precise, is still like the 
style of all writers—has its inacuracies. The 
language, though generally expressive, I8 -no* 
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devoid of looseness, and though generally | Here itis perceived that Paul settles only one 

» is not always without ambiguity. We | question, for this wes the only question before 

are therefore to form our opinions according to ' him at the time. The othersubjects incidently 

its general tenour, rather than according to , alluded to, or points conceded, may neverthe- 
any . cular passage. _We are also to bear less become subjects of controversy. 

in. mind that the bible was not all written by | 3. The sense of seripture language is to be 

one individual nor indeed al! written upon one | considered as one in opposition to a double o1 

— | two-fold sense, one literal and the other spirit- 

Tast remark will be found of much use. | ual. This rule is often violated. It is not un- 

Were I wishing to explain the writings of frequently we hear the most absurd doctrines 

Paul, I should show myself a novice, if I un- | pleaded on the authority of a hidden or spirit- 

dertook to explain them by the writings of ual sense of a passage. I once heard a man 

| Jeshua, unless indeed both were treating upon | undertake to prove there were only three dis- 





the same subject. If one writer seys all are 
wicked, we are not to infer all mankind are 
_ wicked, unless indeed the whole world is the 
subject treated. If we wish to prove al] man- 
kind will be happy hereafter, it will be no 
proof to bring a passage which declares all 
shall be happy, unless the passage occurs in a 
discourse on future life. Should we wish to 


prove that a part wiil be eternally damned, a | 
which declares the wicked shall be , 
punished will have no bearing, unless there 


something in the passage itself, or its con- 
text which necessarily ties it down to a future 
workd. 

2. To understand the bible we must also consi- 
der the point the writer is endeavoring to prove, 
or the conclusion at which he aims to arrive. 
That conclusion is binding ; the several points 
upon which he may incidentally fouch may or 
may not be of authority, though generally to 
be disregarded, unless expressly proved or sta- 
ted elsewhere. Allusions to particular opinions 
which are known to have then existed even 
when those opinions are not contradicted,are not 
to be taken as parts of Christianity, if not ex- 

stated in some other place. 

A fact, which is or ought to be well known, 
that the economical mode of argument, as it 
was called, was extremely popular in the apos- 
tles’ times, will justify this rule. It was cus- 
then, and is so in some degree even 
}, now, for the controversialist to concede to his 

ee all for which he contended except 
} the very point in dispute. To illustrate this : 
At Was the opinion of the Jews that by the 
i ion of Adam all his posterity became 
subject to death. This point you will find ge- 
| nerally conceded. Particularly in the fifth 
| ehapter of Paul to the Romans, or rather Jews 
| who dweltat Rome. fn this chapter Paul has 






pensations from the parable of three measures 
| of meal; and many have argued that. there 
| were but four Gospels or memoirs of Christ, 
because there are four seasons in a year, four 
| cardinal points, four dispensations, &c. Some- 
‘thing like the man who undertook to prove 
| that there could be | three parts in musick, 
| base, tenor and treble, because there were only 
three persons in the Trinity. 

I say but very little of the prophets. Their 
language, as the language of prophets is and 
always must be, is obscure. But the rule I 
have adopted, fixes their meaning to the sub- 
ject on which they are treating. There may 
be types and shadows, but I do not understand 
them, and [ have never seen any two who 
professed to understand them, that agreed in 
their view of them. When I read of Solomon’s 
Temple, I read of a building which actually 
was erected. When I read the description of 
that Temple, I suppose I read a true descrip- 
tion of real things, and am not aware that, there 
is a spiritual meaning in every stone used in 
its building, or every timber, plank, board and 
other materials used in its construction. 

A roving imagination may fancy images in 
the clouds, and persons of a certain temper, 
may see beings in the fire =nd fancy their ac- 
quaintances’ health or condition from the ar- 
rangement of burning coals, but a sound mind, 
'a chastened understanding will pay little re- 
| gard to such ideal stuff. An ingenius mind, 
| by the aid of his two-fold sense, may spimout 
| many, very many fine theories from the bible. 
| John Bunyan is an example. Any who can 
have patience to read his works, may have the 
| Substance and manner of whut is called . the 
|“ primitive Fathers.” But such theories are 











| like the spider’s web—may hold weak animals 


but the strong will disregard it. When we 








| one object in view, viz. that ail mankind | read other books we understand them accord- 


should, through the grace of our Lord Jesus | ing to the most obvious sense of the words«: 


Christ, receive eternal life. ‘You Jews,” he | We must observe the same rule with the bible. 
} would say, “suppose that mankind became | When we have determined a passage to mean 
| subject to death through Adam’s transgression, | one thing, we are to understand it as restricted 
or rather, through his disobedience, sin enter- | to that thing. 

| ed into the world and death by sin. Be itso.| 4. As a general rule for understanding the 
What then? The grace of God shall stretch | scriptures, we are to regazd, Who is the Speak- 
| beyond even this. This grace cancels all the | er? what is the occasion on which he speaks ? 
damage received from the transgression of | to whom does he address himself? and, what 
| Adam, let that damage be great or small,””| is the most obvious import of his discourse ” 

‘ 
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if we ask these questions and study diligent- 
ly toanswer them, we shal! not fall into any 
material errours. We are told we must make 
the scriptures interpret themselves; that we 
must explain scripture by scripture. This re- 
mark is correct when understood in opposition 
to explaining by the analogy of faith, or by 
one’s creed. But many, iu attempting to ex- 
plain scripture, are as inconsistent as the wag 
who said he could prove it right for a man to 
hang himself. For instance : Judas went and 
hanged himself—Go thou and do likewise. Or 
as the man who contended that the bible com- 
manded all prophets to be hanged, because 
Jesus had said on these hang the law and the 
prophets. 

e are indeed to explain scripture by scrip- 
ture. But we are not to explain what is writ- 
ten on one subject by one writer, by what is 
written on another subject by another writer. 
As if we would explain a line in Shakspeare 
by # quotation from Brown’s Phijcory on 
the human mind ; or an obscure paragraph in 
some history by a line from an ode to the 
moon. If two writers treat the same subject 
they may throw light upon each other, or if 
the same writer speaks twice upon the same 
subject, both passages may be consulted with 
advantage. 

The propriety of these rules may not readily 
appear to all my readers, and some may think 


they amount to nothing. We shall have occa- | 


Sion to refer to them before we get through 
our essay, their value will be tested and their 
usefulness will be evinced. We are now pre- 
pared for resuming the Trinity which we shall 
proceed to discuss. 








AWN ESSAY ON DIVINE GOODNESS. 
NO. III. 

The man who stabs his rival in the dark, or 
the one who procures the assassination of his 
enemy, suffers, is no doubt deeply miserable 
in consequence of the act. It were well if 
the suffering ended here. The rival perhaps 
had his friends—these may weep bis death. 
The enemy may have been a useful member 
of society—society suffers his loss. 

The drunkard destroys his own happiness— 
destroys his constitution, ruins his health, 
dooms himself to drag out a loathed existence, 
till he sinks into the grave unhonoured and 
forgotten. But the wretched consequences of 
his intemperance stop not with himself. He 
destroys the happiness of a virtuous wife, re- 
duces her and a family of innocent children to 
want, to beggary and disgrace. 

Wars no doubt originate in wickedness.— 
Their authours no doubt suffer; but wars in- 
volve the innocent as well as the guilty, in 
their destructive consequences. Sin brings 
misery. The sinner must always be misera- 
ble. But the sin of one man may destroy the 


happiness of thousands, or had ten thousand | 








been innocent, his sin might have embittered 
their peace. Moral evil is the result of the 
misconduet of moral beings. The evil is*not, 
confined to him that does the “Tt ex- 
tends farther, and generally to all 1 whom 
he is connected. was such a state of 
things allowed? why was man made capable 
of thus destroying his own and the bappiness 
of those with whom he is connected ? 

Before answering these questions we must 
look at man, ascertain what powers and facul- 
ties are allotted him, and whut is the imme- 
diate cause of this destruction of felicity. 

“The proper study of mankind is man ;”— 
But we have been attempting to scan Jehovah, 
when we should have been studying ourselves. 
We are almost ignorant of the very rudiments 
of human nature, and can affirm but little con+ 
cerning the principles of human action. One 
thing however is certain: man is an activé 
being and is capable of doing whatever he 
wills to do, when no external cause prevents. 

I am not about to lose myself in the intricate 
mazes of free willand necessity. Iam not en« 
quiring the guilt which may be attached to an 
individual, or the criminality of our actions in 
the sight of God. Such am enquiry belongs 
to another subject. I do not now ask whether 
man is good or bad in the sight of his Creator, 
but whether we have reasons sufficient to es 
tablish the position that God is good to lis 
creatures. I do not fellow the tract of the 
theologian, but would, if possible, discover 
one which the philosopher need not blush to 
pursue. 

I said I was not about to lose myself in the 
intricate mazes of free will and necessity. ' I 
am not; and yet I cannot dismiss the subject 
without remark. Both the «dvocates of the 
one and of the other, are wrong or are right, 
just according to the light in which we view 
their remarks. If we say man has pre! to 
pursue a correct course or always to perfor 
those actions which will bring happiness to 
himself and others, regardless of the circum- 
stances by which he is surrounded, we say 
wrong. If we say we are doomed by an irre- 
versible law of Fate or predestination, to suf- 
fer all the misery there is in the world, with- 
out any ability to remove it, we say wrong. 
But if be sa A is governed by the laws of 
nature, that is, the various objects with which 
he is surrounded act upon him, as well as he 
upon them, we say true. - If we say man has 
the power to improve his condition, to lessen 
the evils he suffers and to enlarge his enjoy- 
ments, we say right. 

The doctrine of free will, according to the 
views of most theologians, is only an imagi- 
nary notion, advocated for the purpose of ma- 
king man guilty before God, to give God the 
right to punish, and it is upheld because we 
are fond ef blaming those who do not act ac- 
¢ording to our wishes. In a theological sense, 
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4 considér is not only false, but highly perni- 
cious. It becomes # fruitful source of hard 
feeling and rectimination, and seems to au- 
 thorize the cruel and arbitrary punishments so 
often inflicted upon those who do not please 
us, or upon those who do not bow with servili- 
ty to one or many ycleped lawgiver or magis- 
trates. We have fostered the notion that man 
is accountable for his actions; that whenever 
he does wrong it is through depravity or malice, 
hence we learn to hate him and pour upon his 
head the whole of our overflowing vengeance. 
This is no trifling evil; it is one which stands 
at the threshold of improvement and forbids 
entrance. 

The doctrine of Fate or predestination, is no 
better. I never could approve of th fatum 
of the Stoicks, not only because it is generally 
impracticable, but because it seems to tell man 
“be still, every thing is fixed and it is useless 
to move.”” One may preach Fate and predes- 
tination to an army of ignorant soldiers on the 
eve of battle, or to a dying man, now no longer 
able to do any thing for himself or for others, 
but beware how you preach it to him who is 
capable of exert:on and who ought to be enga- 
ged in active life. 

Say to one depressed by the numerous ills 
of life, that his sufferings are unavoidable ; 
that he must wait till the wheel of Fate re- 
volves, before he can expect relief—tell him 
this, you augment his misery, destroy all exer- 
tion, and sink him in profound indolence to 
yawn out a wretched existence, in the vain 
expectation that some god may interfere in his 
behalf, and cause the sun of felicity to gild his 
habitation. Man is made an active being; 
and it would seem from what we can discever 
that he is constituted in some measure the 

_ artificer of his own fortune. We desire hap- 
iness. The immediate cause of our failure 
is not the stern decrees of Fate nor the male- 
dictions of a malignant Deity. We act—but 





we act wrong; and this acting wrong is the | 


immediate cause of our misery. Why do 
we act wrong? If we can discover any means 
by which we gan exonerate Deity from being 
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another class. This answer charges our suf 
ferings directly upon God. For, if our acting 
wrong be the cause of our misery, then God, 
if he cause us to act wrong, is certainly the 
cause of our suffering. Where then is his 
goodness? A good being cannot produce evil, 
and if God does, he is not good. * But men,” 
theadvocates of this notion alledge, “do wrong 
voluntarily. God ordained they should follow 
their own volitions and be miserable in con- 
sequence of following wrong ones.” Very 
well. How came men voluntarily to do wrong? 
How came they by such dispositions? how 
came they to have such wills? If a wrong 
will be the cause of our going wrong, whenee 
derived we this wrong will or what is itseause ? 
Now this system supposes God ordains the 
means as well as the end. If he ordained one, 
he must the other on this plan. But had he 
not so ordered, that we should have these bad 
wills, he might have been greatly disconcerted 
in his arrangement. The scheme supposes, 
indeed, the willis free, but it supposes also 
that God, by his providence, has moulded it 
to the shape he wishes. 

‘¢ God foreordains whatsoever comes to pass.” 
If this be true, then every thing takes place 
according to his appointment. No matter how 
complicated the machine, no matter how many 
wheels within wheels, all are necessary, ard 
each one must be under his control. If all 
the results depend upon the motion of a par- 
ticular wheel, it would be folly to say the ma- 
ker constructed the whole machine, and yet 
had no share in the wheel which gives motion 
to all the rest. All the results aceording to 
| the plan before us, are made certain by the 
decree of the Almighty, and yet the least de- 
| viation or contrary motion of the-will, would 
| disconeert the whole. This plan is therefore 
rejected, because it makes God the efficient 
cause of our sufferings. 
| A third class attribute our acting wrong to 
| the depravity of our wills. This is nearly 
| allied to the one just dismissed. It supposes 
our wills are independent; that God will do 
| them no violence. Our wills are wrong, hence 





concerned in this, we may pronounce him good, | we act wrong. We may have another link to 


at least not evil. 

There have been various answers given to 
this question, some of them it will be well to 
note. ‘ The irreversible laws of Fate or ne- 


cessity,” say one class. But the evil tendency | fect. 


of this answer has been already considered. 
If we admit it we remove no difficulty. If 
Deity is superigur to Fate, why does he sub- 
ject us to a monster so cruel and unfeeling? If 
he is not superiour to Fate, then he is not 
God, ar at least according to the notions of all 
Theists. This answer, if admitted, either 
plunges us in Atheism or charges our sufferings 
upon God. It is therefore rejected. 

“‘ The special Providence of God, who has 


fSreordained whatsoever gomes to pass,” say | 


our chain, but we have removed no difficulty. 
How came our wills to be depraved? This 
answer is none atall. It, under the appear- 
ance of assigning a cause, assigns only an ef- 
It declares acting wrong to be the re- 
sult of depravity. May I not ask, is not depra- 
vity the result of doing wrong? How 

can it be a cause? The answer is unsatisfac- 
tory. We must have another. 


NOTICE. 











The Black River Association of Universal- 
ists, will meet at Rutland; Jefferson county, 
N. Y. on the 2nd Wednesday and Thursday 
of June next. 
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ADVOCATE AND INVESTIGATOR. 


44 EARNESTLY CONTEND FOR THE FAITH.”’ 











INFIDELITY. 

We are not among those who are fond of troubling 
the publick with their private affairs. We dislike to 
complain to the publick of personal abuse or of if- 
justice, which may be done to our individual self. 
What can be useful to our readers to know, we are 
always willing to tell; but we may often have our 
feelings deeply injured—we may receive shameful and 
cruel treatment from a brother—we might perhaps, 
by telling a pitiful story, excite a great deal of sym- 
pathy; but, right or wrong, we choose to keep such 
things to ourselves. 

Weare sensible that in this respect we differ from 
many of our brother editors. Some of these cannot 
have a personal pique against any one, nor fancy some 
personal allusion not quite so delicate as might be, but 
you hear them pouring their dolorous complaints into 
the publick ear, andin a strain, pathetick enough to 
make the trees weep, telling how they are persecuted, 
how many difficulties they havo to encounter—what 
“perils from false brethren”—what pain of mind is 
occasioned by the “dereliction of a brother from 
honesty and integrity,” &c. 

Now we have suffered, and severely too, from those 
who called themselves our parlicular friends. No 
matter. We pitied and forgave. We are not ambi- 
tious to be thought likely or willing to obtain the 
crown of martyrdom. One thing however is proved 
by all past experience, that whoever will boldly step 
forth to defend oppressed humanity, and to pour the 
light of truth into the long benighted mind, will have 
to listen to the growlings of bigotry and to feel the 
shafts of persecution. He who is not prepared to 
stem the torrent of popular clamour and sectarian in- 
vective, is not prepared to be a reformer. He had 
better remain in obsctrity, or mingle with the multi- 
tude and lose himself in the crowd. 

About four years since, the editor of this paper re- 
nounced his connection with the Presbyterians, turned 
from the prospects which that connexion presented, 
and joiaed, with all his heart and with all the energies 
of intéllect he possessed, the incipient cause of Uni- 
versalism, then struggling hard for a little notoriety. 
He may have advanced that cause—he may have 
been useless. Few men have laboured with more in- 
dustry or sacrificed more hours when rest was desira- 
ble, than he has, to aid the cause which he believed 
was dear to every philanthropist. His motives have 
been impugned; men have presumed to judge his 
heatt—to misrepresent his feelings, and to torture his 
sentiments into frightful monsters, that his influence 
might be unfelt and his benevolent exe) tions useless, 
No matter. It is no more than a careful observer 
might have expected. He has received this too from 
those who call themselves Universalists. But still it 
is no matter, We should be unwilling to admit we 
lacked courage to meet what greater and better men 
have met before us. 
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There is only one point of view in which we aie 
affected. We regret that our usefulness must*be cur- 
tailed. by the opposition of those who should be our 
friends, but who could treat us no worse were.they 
our bitter enemies. But we have been taught to look 
upon the world with the eye of a Christian and of a 
philosopher. As a philosopher, we attribute it to their 
ignorance, and feel still more determined to persevere 
in our course. Asa Christian we can compassionate 
and forgive, find tranquility for our own bosom and a 
desire to communicate it to others, 

These remarks have been extorted from us at this 
time by two or three articles which appeared in the 
seventh No. of the Gospel Herald, a professedly Unix 
versalist paper published in New-York, These arti- 
cles ceme from a professed friend and are pregnant 
with a sort of friendship we cannot prize very high, 
nor find it in our heart toretarn. They breathe what 
the editor calls a Christian spirit, to which we shall 
make no objections, if he will add to the word ‘the 
slight prefix of anti. One article teems with personal 
abuse, that is answered in another place. The other, 
or the one we notice now, is an attack upon our sen- 
timents with an attempt to prove we ure strongly in- 
fected with infidelity. In one, he would tell the pub- 
lick, the Editor of the Gospel Advocate is a malicious 
scoundrel—a base calumniator ; in the other, that he 
has deviated from “honesty and integrity—very near- 
ly denied the existence of Almighty God, and still 
more nearly, if possible, the truth of divine revela- 
tion ;” and, after charitably bestowing the honourable 
cognomen of * fool,” he concludes we must be rebuked 
for our temerity. 

Now we shall not reciprocate any of these favours.— 
We know not whether Mr. Fisk has any conscience 
or moral sense, except policy ; if he has, we would give 
it one hint. We are not ignorant of his private views. 
But, as we suppose he wishes them to be private, we 
shall not givethem publicity. With us, it isamax- 
im to advance no sentiment we do not believe. We 
have not told all we believed, but shall continue giv- 
ing our opinions to the publick, as Jong as we think we 
can be useful by so doing. Long before we became 
a Universalist, we determined we wouid never hesi- 
tate to tell our honest convictions, and we’have made 
ita rule, never to advance a sentiment that we felt 
ourself unable to support. If Mr. Fisk does not be- 
lieve our sentiments, we think it more honourable, not 
to say christian,to show them false, than to give them 
frightful names. We cannot thank him for naming our 
children ; it isa privilege we claim to ourself, and we 
think it will be enough for Mr. Fisk toname his own. 

There is more sound than dread in the terms, 
“atheist” and “ deist.” They have been so liberally , 
applied by one party to another, by one man to an- 
other, when he was unatle to disprove his sentiments, 
that we receive the application of them to ourself, 
rather as an acknowledgement on the part of Mr. Fisk 
that our sentimeuts are incontrovertible. We feel 
rather honoured than otherwise, by the use he has 
made of these terms. Shoald he call us “Ifufide),’’- 
we should pity him, but should ecorn to resent it. 
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He has however made a few garbled extracts from 
our Writings which he whines over with a doleful 
plaint—says he has been sorely pained. He had bet- 
ter not look at them again. We dislike to be the 
cause of pain to anyone, He has never read our 
writings, or we presume he kas not; if he has, we 
can pay but a poor¢ompliment to his honesty or his 
discernment.. The inferences he has drawn are a libel 
on logick ande gross caricature of reasoning. 

He says we “very nearly deny the existence of 
Almighty God, aud still more nearly, if possible, the 
truth of divine revelation.” What is the proof he has 
tooffer? Why, in the Gospel Advocate, edited by L. 
S. Everett, there was an article signed ‘“*O. A. B.” 
which denies that our afflictions come from God: This 
is not exactly correct. The article to which he alludes 
denies with strong language, and we believe with 
strong reasons too, that our sufferings come from God. 
Mr. Fisk thinks * O. A. B.” is an Atheist, or to say 
the least, a Deist, because he does not believe that 
‘God is the authour of all the evil, of the pain, iniqui- 
ty, &c. there are in the world. This is a heavy 
charge. But we cannot believe that a good being will 
make his children miserable. If Mr. Fisk thinks so, 
he is welcome to his thoughts, but we should like to 
-know in what such a Being’s goodness consists. 

The next charge, is, that the same “O. A. B.” de- 
nies the justice of punishment. “O, A. B.” in the 
first place admits aux for which T. Fisk or any other 
Universalist contends, viz. that pain may be inflicted 
onan individaal for that individual’s reformation or 
benefit. But‘ O. A. B.” denies that the infliction of 
pain forthe benefit of a person, is punishment, and as 
he, with all Universalists, denies that God can inflict 
pain for any other purpose, he denies that God can 

justly punish.The controversy is purely verbal. “ O.A. 
B.” discovered the word punishment was an orthodox 
term, invented to express an orthodox notion, which 
notion he rejects, and with it, he thought best to reject 
the term by which that notion was expressed. If “Mr. 
Fisk is attached to the term, he may keepit, though 
we sincerely hope he may never find the uotion it 
conveys to be true. 

His third proof is about some philosophical notion, 
but as he seems ignorant of philosophy and determi- 
ned to remain so, it would be useless replying. If our 
readers wish to know our views of philosophy, fhey 
are referred to the Essayist No. 9. Gospel Advocate, 
Vol. 6. It is the article from which Mr. Fisk has ex- 
tracted two phrases, to prove it probable that “O. A. 
B.” did not believe in a future state of existence. 
“0, A: B.” expresses himself without any ambiguity 
on the subject. He carries the idea that the affairs of 
another world are matters of fai/h, and not of know- 
ledge. For our views and feelings respecting a future 
world the reader is referred to the articies under the 
head “Christianity,” signed “ A Believer.” The arti- 
cles have appeared in the present volume, and will 
speak for themselves. So much for the charges against 
“0. A. B.” Now comes the charges against the Editor. 

He first accuses us of ignorance. We say in the 
first No. of our Essay on divine Goodness, * Nature is 





wonderful—wonderful because we know not how it 
came nor how it issupported.” Mr. Fisk thinks there 
is something still more wonderful, viz. that a ** Minis- 
ter of the gospel” should have the assurance to make 
such acknowledgement. No doubt this appears won- 
derful to Mr. Fisk. He is so little in the habit of ac- 
knowledging himself ignorant of any thing that he is 
filled with wonder that any one else should. Now he 
may know how the world came, but we do not. He 
may know how it is supported, we do not. And we 
are inclined to think if he knew a little more, he 
would not seem to himself to know quite so much. 

But again he says we “ affirm there is nothing in 
Nature to prove the existence of a God.” Now as 
ill-luck will have it, we have never affirmed any such 
thing, but directly reverse. In reviewing our article 
from which these extracts were taken,we discovered a 
slight inaccuracy in the use of the word “ prove,” but 
the meaning of the writer is so clearly stated near the 
conclusion of the article, that we know not by what 
gentle name to call Mr. Fisk’s assertiun in reference 
to our views. We cannot call him honest, unless we 
call him ignorant, but as moat men would rather be 
called knave than fool, we shall not call him by the lat- 
ter. We quote the conclusion of our remarks on the 
existence of God. 

“ [ see nothing in nature which appears able to ori- 
ginate the idea of a Godin my mind. But since reve- 
lation informs me there is a God, every thing in nature 
bears testimony to its truth. Revelation originates 
the idea, Nature proves it, but could not of itself have 
taught it.” This looks something like Atheism and 
denying the bible or divine revelation! This Essay is 
intended to prove the goodness of God; we musthave 
beena r indeed, to attempt to prove 
the goodness of a Being we did not believe to exist ! 
When we are guilty of such folly, we will shake hands 
with Mr. Fisk and call him brother. 

Mr. F. attempts to prove there is a God, we mean 
he attempts to prove it from Nature. He says what 
nobody will deny, “ every thing that is made impliesa 
maker.” Very good, what is the conclusion? [et us 
reduce his reasoning to form. E.very thing that is 
made implies a maker. The world was made. There- 
fore the world has a maker. Very well, how does Mr.F. 
know the world was made? Let him prove this and 
his conclusion will be correct. “ Every effect argues 
a cause.” We grant it. Prove the world is an effect 
and he will advance in his argument. Now this he 
cannot do from Nature. He says there can be no ef- 
fect without a cause. We grantit. But this will not 
help him unless he can prove that nothing can exist 
without a cause. If he proves this we shall turn his 
own weapons against him, or ask him what was the 
cause of the first cause. This will place him in a situ- 
tion from which he can extricate himself only by ad- 
mitting a cause prior to the first cause or denying that 





any thing exists. If he admits one thing can exist * 


without a cause, he gives up the argument. If one 
thing can exist without a maker how does he know 
but another may? Where is his argument? Now we 
say there is a God who created the world, We say it 
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because God himself has made this communication. 
Nature bears testimony to its truth, or streugthens the 
assertion. But enough. We have some regard for 
Mr. Fisk. We think he has some talents and we are 
willing he should exert them. 
may lose himself. He us of dishonesty but us 
his accusation does not make us so, we forgive him. 











GOSPEL HERALD. , 
We regret the circumstances which have occasion- 


ed an unpleasant controversy with the above named 
paper. But, as we are not conscious of having devia- 


ted from propriety and even necessity, we make no | 


apology for laying before our readersa plain statement 
of facts. Wedo this because Mr. Fisk, in replying 
to our charges against him, has appealed to the sym- 
pathy of our readers, and probably sent the number 
eontaining his complaints, to as many of our patrons as 
he could ascertain. 

Mr. Fisk complains that we withheld our paper 
and pours upon us for this his accustomed abuse. We 
can if necessary prove that every one of our numbers 








except the sixth has been regularly mailed, and the 
number containing our animadversions on his conduct, 
was sent not only when it first came out, but for fear 
he should not get it, we some days after mailed it 
again. But we cannot thank him for sending us his 
paper containing a reply tous. We receivéd the No. 
but are not indebted to the editor for it—we received 
it by the politeness of a friend in New-York. We are 
willing Mr. Fisk should see all we write, we intend 
some of it for his benefit. We shall send him this 
number, and if he sends us his from the third number 
we shall continue to exchange, if he does not we shall 
strike him from our list. He complains that the let- 
ter we published was anonymous. We have the name 
in our possession and it is a name too that will give 
weight to the charges. When Mr. Fisk gives the 
names of those who wrote the letters from which he 
extracts, we may publish this name. 

Mr, Fisk charges upon us asa crime, “ being enticed 
from obscurity and raised to the editorship.” Now we 
frankly confess we were born in obscurity, that we 
were nursed inthe humble vale of life, but we have 
never felt guilty on that account. If by becoming an 
editor our head is turned and we are somewhat giddy, 
Mr. Fisk should understand that after, adding the dig- 
nity of his talents to elevate the office, he ought to 
make some allowance. 

He makes many other accusations, the best no doubt 
he could invent. They have not disturbed the tran- 
quility.of our mind, for we deemed them harmless— 
the proofs no doubt of his friendship. But we pass 
lightly over them. We wish well to Mr. Fisk and 
certainly have too much respect for his reputation as 
@man and as a writer to comply with his request to 
publish his letter to our readers. If however he in- 
sists upon having it inserted he may publish this afti- 
cle and what is added by Mr. Doubleday, and we will 
reciprocate the favour, As we are determined not to 


marrel with Mr, F. we intend that nothing more shall 
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' whether we are persecuting Mr. Fisk. 
We however think he | 
had better not rush upon too deep subjects, for fear he 
| T. Fisk, effects no one but him.and me, I have 
' concluded to take on myself the responsibility 
' of answering his appeal to the sympathies of 
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be inserted on this subject than what appears in this 
number. The following remarks from the publisher 


speak for themselves. They show who is to blame or. 
Ep. 





REMARKS BY THE PUBLISHER. 
As the subject of controversy with the Reg. 


my patrons, which appeared in the seventh 
No. of the Gospel Herald. I wish neither the 
columns of the Advocate nor the attention of 
its editor, tobe occupied with subjects foreign 
to the main design of the paper, if possible to 
avoid it. 

Mr. Fisk addresses himself to our readers 
and complains that we have slandered him. 
The facts stated in our 4th number, are easily 
substantiated, and that too mostly by his own 
admission. If these impeach his character, it 
is his fault not ours. 

He admits that he was engaged in the pub- 
lication of the Advocate, and that he. became 
pledged not to be concerned in‘any other paper, 
“while Mr. Everett continued to be its pro- 
prietor.” I have paid Mr. Everett a large sum 
for his property in the Advocate, and for all 
his rights relating to it ; and it must have been 
a very singular arrangement, by which Mr. 
Fisk was to do nothing to its detriment while 
in the hands of Mr. Everett, but might be al- 
lowed to injure it with impunity in the hands 
of a bona fide purchaser. 

I am confident that Mr. Everett never un- 
derstood the arrangement in 2 sense so sibvér- 
sive of the principles of common justice. But 
allowing Mr. Fisk his own interpretation, he 
violated his pledge in a few weeks after he 
gave it. Scarcely had he left Mr. Everett’s 
presence, when he flooded the country with 
proposals for a paper to be entitled Plain Truth, 
to be edited by himself, and to be published at 
Buffalo. This act was considered at the time 
by those concerned, as a violation of his pledge: 
Why then does he consider our statement of 
his subsequent transactions, as an impeach- 
ment of his character ? 

He says that he did not, “ sell the Advocate, 
he gave it away.” Mr. G. Tuttle, since de- 
ceased, told a very different story. . But let us 
look at this in view of Mr. F.’s own state- 
ment. The right he had in the Advocate 
arose chiefly from his services in travelling and 
procuring subscribers. 

He admits that he “was paid as an Agent,” 
but no: as a partner. Here is a distinction 
without a difference. He travelled through 
the western states and procured several hun- 
dred subscribers. Many of them paid; many 
have proved irresponsible. For each he re- 
ceived a premium far beyond the profits ofa 
yearly subscription, (if mevitable losses are 
taken into the account) and proportioned to the 
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permanent advantages that were expected to 
accrue to the paper. Supposing then, that he 
acted only as an agent, is it jus? for him to en- 
deayour to turn to his own advantage the pat- 
ronage which Mr. Everett paid him for procu- 
bs, eS for which I have paid Mr. Everett ? 

t me not be misunderstood. Whatever 
were Mr. Fisk’s pledges, I never should have 
Ls a of his simply publishing a paper 
in New-York, had he not taken advantage of 
his former connexion with the Advocate, of 
our published list of agents, and of an apparent 
reduction of price, to introduce his paper at 
the expense of ours. He knows very well 
there are but few persons, who are willing to 
take more than one religious paper, and altho? 
he disclaims, as “‘ disreputable” to him, any 
intention toinjure the Advocate, his acts speak 
a very different language. His first Notice of 
the Advocate stating the removal of Mr. Ev- 
erett, and omitting to mention even the name 
of his sugcessor, whilst he was asking courte- 
sies of us, and pressing for the admission of his 
Prospectus into our columns, his insidiously 
sending his Proposals to a!l our Agents, inform- 
ing them in staring capitals, that he would fur- 
nish them a paper fifty cents cheaper than the 
Advocate, (the difference in size was not like- 
ly to attract attention) and finally addressing 
his last appeal directly to our readers, instead 
of his own, all tend to contradict his profes- 
sions. 

J shall not give a name to his conduct in ta- 
king advantage of our published list of agents. 
I might have prevented the injury by suppres- 
sing the list, and perhaps ought to have done 
it on the same principles that men bar their 
doors and windows. But I submit it to those 
acquainted with newspaper affairs, whether 
his conduct in this respect wouid have been 
honourable even in a professed enemy. 

I say nothing about friendship, sentiment, 
brotherly love, and such kind of phrases which 
Mr. Fisk knows how to handle with peculiar 
adroitness. If a man says he is my friend, | 
only ask him io act agreeably to his profes- 
sions. Nor do I say ought against Mr. Fisk’s 
general character, nor do I say he is a bad man; 
I only say that he has acted wrong in certain 
particulars. 

He says we should have appealed to a con- 
vention or expostulated with him privately. 
He knows there is no convention that has cog- 
nizance over the western associations, and the 
injury he was doing us would have been fully 
consummated, before any redress could be ob- 
tained, by any other method than the one we 
adopted. But I have other ground of complaint 
against him, not yet noticed in the Advocate. 
I have written to him twice, and expostulated 
with him in a friendly manner—I have re- 
ceived no answer, no satisfaction. Does he 
wish me to appeal to a Universalist Conven- 
tion? 





The fourth No. of the Advocate was sant 
to Mr. Fisk as soon as published, and remailed 


-at- a later period, as he appeared not to have 


noticed it. 

His attack on Mr. Brownsén only shows, 
that his highly sentimental feelings are some- 
what tinctured with malevolence. He requests 
me to publish his appeal, to our readers, but I 
presume he has no intention to reciprocate the 
favour. If he will publish this in the Herald, 
Ihave no doubt Mr. Brownson will publish 
in the Advocate any remark he may choose 
to offer if couched in temperate language, so as 
not to disgust our readers or do discredit to the 
writer. But, having given a fair statement of 
facts, any thing he may say in reply will prob- 
ably receive no further attention. 

U. F. DOUBLEDAY. 








Mr. Russe! Canfield is assured that, if we have 
done him injustice, we are ready to correct it. If our 
information was incorrect, he has but to tell usin what 
particulars, and all shall be rectified. But as long as 
he speaks in the manner he does in the letter address- 
ed to us in the seventh No. of the Gospel Herald, 
we shall leave him unnoticed. Epiror. 














ORIGINAL COMMUNICATIONS. 


ORTHODOXY AND PAGANISM. 

Strange that the Heathen are so inconsis- 
tent! What absurd, foolish and cruel notions! 
But stop—art thou a Christian 7 And dost thou 
believe the doctrine of endless mieery 7? If so, 
talk not of the absurdities of heathenism. Art 
not thou a Heathen thyself? What idea, or 
what notion ever entered the brain ofa Hea- 
then, more absurd, more cruel, than the doc- 
trine of endless misery for thy fellow creatures ! 
Thou thinkest it strange, that the Heathen 
suppose their Deities require bodily pains to 
appease their wrath; and yet thou thinkest, 
that nothing short of infinite endless torments 
will glut the vengeance of thy God. 

I have thought, Mr. editor, as some time 
has elapsed since I have appeared in the Advo- 
cate, I would give you something respecting 
that which I hear the most about. 

I have been reading a history of the Hin- 
doos. Have heard considerable orthodox, or 
Calvinistick preaching, (for we* seldom have 
the gospel preached in Elbridge,) and cannot 
but be struck with the similarity of the’ two 
doctrines. Not long since we had a striking 
description of an angry God, and an endless 
hell, by an orthodox clergyman, in this plac. 
A notice was previously given that a discourse 
was to be delivered on a very important sub- 
ject. The subject to be discussed, was rep- 
resented to be very trying to the preacher. A 
special prayer meeting was called, for the put- 
pose of praying, that the discourse about to be 
delivered might have the desired effect on the 
minds of those whg heard it. By inquiry I was 
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unable. to ascertain what the discouse was to 
be upon. Sure, thought I, the minister must 
have something very special. - To satisfy my 
curiosity, I attended. ‘I'he text were the words 
of the Saviour, ‘and if thine eye offend thee 
pluck it out: it is better for thee to enter into 
the kingdom of God, with one eye, than having 
two eyes, to be cast into hell fire.” 

It was taken for granted, that a fiery hell now 
existed some where.-—I donot recollect that 
he mentioned where it was located ; except it 
was in the future world. But sucha place 
now existed. It was represented as being en- 
closed with very high walls, in which millions 
and millions of damned souls were cast; im- 
mortalized by the author of their existence— 
where they were to suffer through the endless 
ages of eternity. The walls of this place were 
represented to be so high, that these wretched 
objects might rise and rise, ascend and ascend 
hundreds and hundreds of years, e’er they 
could arrive at (le top of hetl-fire ; and should 
they arrive, the walls were still higher—they 
could not escape. The inhabitants of this 
place were represented as pleading and plead- 
ing, and entreating for an escape—pleading 
that they might die and be no more—pleading 
that they might be annihilated and struck out 
of existence, that their sufferings might cease. 
But no: the power of Almighty God, whose 
arm is strong, keeps them in existence that he 
might forever pour out his fury and indigna- 
tion upon their devoted heads) And, while 
they were thus pleading and begging for de 
liverance or annihilation, they were “ thrust 
down with redoubled fury to endure forever 
the gnawings of the worm that never dies.” 

It was stated that these wretched creatures 
would be consumed—would dic and be no 
more, agreeable to their prayers, were it not 
for the powerful arm of Almighty God, who 
keeps them in being, who immortalizes and 
sustains them that they cannot die, but con- 
tinue dying, dying, and yet never die. 

To make this scene appear more awful, its 
inhabitants were represented as groaning, 
shrieking, crying; children cursing their par- 
ents for neglecting their duty towards them 
while here on the earth ; parents cursing them- 
selves for their folly, and blaspheming the 
name of that God who gave them existence. 
Their sins and their blasphemies were to con- 
tinue as long as God should exist. There, 
brothers were cursing fathers, mothers, sisters 
and brothers. There, sisters were cursing 
brothers, fathers, mothers and sisters. All, 
all who were dear to each other here on earth 
were cursing each other, and continually 
sinning and adding sin to sin, and forever 
blaspheming the avthor of their existence, 
while they were forever to ascend and descend 
into the bottomless lake of liquid lava. Yes, 
“thrust down with redoubled fury.” O how 
sublime ! Equal to the sublime nonsense of 


GOSPEL ADVOCATE, 





125 








Milton concerning the fall of his polluted An- 
els. 

As this hell is enclosed with high walls, and 
the inhabitants therein ascend and descend, 
that which causes their torment must be a kind - 
of lava or liquid hell-fire, similar to some of 
the heathen hells. 

The heathens have their different hells.— 
Some consists, of ‘boiling oil,” othets of 
‘‘burning metal,” others of * liquid fire,” 
probably a mixture of brimstone, and proba- 
bly Mr. Stow’s hell consists of all the materi- 
als of which all the heathen hells are com- 
posed. It would seem so at least from the 
circumstance of the ascending and descending 
of its miserable victims. 

As a further description of God’s character, 
this hell was represented as daily receiving 
its victims by hundreds, who were continually 
dropping there—that many precious souls 
were now standing on its precipice, while the 
Almighty, with his arrow of death, with his 
bow bent, the angel of mercy pleading in the 
sinners behalf to stay his arrow a little longer, 
a little longer, if peradventure the sinner may 
surrender— but no, he still persists in his op- 
position. The Almighty lets fly the arrow at 
the sinners heart—-he dies ; he falls; he sinks 
to dwell throughout eternity with devils and 
damned souls. He now pleads for deliver- 
ance, for death, for annihilation. But alas! 
alas! all is in vain!! O shocking description ! 
Blesphemy ! Disgrace to the Christian reli- 
gion! Perversion of tlhe gospel! and of the 
character of God! Having given the charac- 
ter of the God of Orthodoxy, their hell, and 
its inhabitants, according to Mr, S’s descrip- 
tion, though not perhaps in the precise words, 
but the substamce of the representation, we 
now turn our attention to that of the heathens. 

“ The wicked,” says the history of the Hin- 
doos, * have 688,000 mites io travel tothe palace 
of Yumu (a God of theirs) to receive judge- 
ment.” But the wicked, according to the Or. 
thodox account, sink immediately in hell by 
the arrow of their God; that is, ut death— 
But to proceed. “In some places they pass 
over a pavement of fire; in others, the earth 
in which their feet sink is burning hot; or 
they pass over burning sands, or over stones 
with sharp edges, or burning hot: sometimes 
showers of sharp instruments, and at. others 
showers of burning cinders, or scaldingwwater, 
or stones fall upon them ; burning winds scorch 
their bodies ; every now and then they fall in- 
to concealed wells, full of darkness, or pass 
through narrow passages filled with stones, in 
which serpents lie concealed ; sometimes the 
road is filled vith thick darkness; at other 
times they pass through the branches of trees, 
the leaves'of which are full of thorns ; again, 
they walk over brokon pots, or over hard clods 
of earth, bows, putrifying flesh, thorns, or 
sharp spikes; they meet tygers, jackals, rbi- 
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noceroses, elephants, terrible giants, &vc.; and 
in some parts they are scorched in the sun 
without obtaining the ieast shade. ‘They trav- 
el naked ; their hair is in disorder ; thcir throat, 
lips, évc. are parched ; they are covered with 
blood or dirt; some wail and shriek as they 
pase along ;” (similar to the shrieks of the 
miserable objects of Mr. Stow’s hell.) ‘‘ others 
are weeping ; others have horror depicted on 
their countenances; some are dragged along 
by leathern thongs tied round their necks, 
waists, or hands; others by cords passed 
through holes bored in their noses; others by 
their hair, the ears, the neck, or the heels ; and 
wthers are carried, having their heads and legs 
tied together. On arriving at the palace, they 
behold Yum, clothed with ¢errour, two hun- 
dred and forty miles in height; his eyes dis- 
tended like a lake of water, of a purple colour, 
with says of glory issuing from his body ; his 
voice is loud as the thunders at the dissolution 
of the Universe; the hairs of his body are 
each as long as a palm-tree ; a flame of fire 
proceeds from his mouth; the noise of the 
drawing of his breath is greater than the roar- 
ing of the tempest ; histeeth are exceedingly 
Jong, and his nails like the fan for winnowing 
corn. In his.tight hand he hoids an iron 
club; his garment is an animals skin, and he 
rides on a terrifick buffalo. (You will perceive, 
Mr. Editor, that this description is as sublime 
as Mr. Stow’s or Milton’s.) ‘ Chitru Gooptu 
also appears as a terrible monster, and makes 
a noise like a warriour when about to rush to 
battle. Sounds terrible as thunder are heard 
ordering punishments to be inflicted on the of- 
fenders. At length Yumu orders the criminals 


into his presence, and thus addresses them :— | 
«Did you not know that Iam placed above all | 
» and punish- | 


to award happiness to the 
ment to the wicked ? Knowing this, have vou 
lived in sin ? Have you never heard that there 
are different hells for the punishment of the 
wicked 2? Have you never given your minds to 
religion? To-day, with your own eyes, you 
‘shall see the punishment of the wicked.— 
From yoogu to yoogu stay in these hells. You 
have pleased yourse!ves in sinful practices, en- 
.dure now the torments due to these sins. What 
will weeping avail? Yumu next directs Chi- 
tru-Gooptu to examine into the offences of the 
criminals, who now demand the names of the 
witnesses : let such, say they, appear and give 
their evidence in our presence. Yuma, smil- 
ing though full of rage, commands all the ele- 
ments of nature, and the divisions of time to 
appear against the prisoners, who, hearing the 
evidence, are struck dumb, and remain tremb- 
ling and ‘stupified with fear. Yumu then, 


gnashing his teeth, beats the prisoners with 
his iron club till they roar with anguish ; after 
which he drives them to different hells.” 

The God Yuma beats the prisoners with an 
iron club.” 


Mr. Stow’s God shoots with 








bow and arrow. The one, it seems, is a ruf- 
fian, the other a savage! The heathen have 
their different hells. The prisoners suffer a 
long time, though limited. Mr. S’s hell is one, 
but very large, and very high walls. Its pris- 


“oners suffer, not a limited time, but eternally ! 


Suffering without end—never, never to be re- 
leased or annihilated ! And to give his hearers 
a more striking sense of the duration of end- 
less punishment, he calls on them to *‘number 
the hairs of their heads, and let each count 
one hundred years, and when this period has 
passed away this will not be eternal punish- 
ment. He then says, go number the sandson 
the sea shore, and let each grain number-one 
hundred years until the whole is numbered, 
and this will not be eternal punishment. He 
then bids go take from the sun a particle once 
in one hundred years, until the whole is num- 
bered, this will not be eternal punishment.— 
The damned in hell will still suffer one contin- 
ual round through eternity!” This was the 
substance of that preaching which was so ne- 
cessary to be believed, and for which prayers 
were offered, that it might terrify and over- 
awe the ignorant and vicious. ‘The priest of 
the heathen make use of their hells in the 
same way. And who inflicts all this misery 
of which the Orthodox say so much about! 
They tell their hearers ‘tis God. ‘That God 
who ‘is love,” and that “love” inflicts it for 
the ** display ef his glorious attributes !!" What 
blasphemy !! What impiety! Can Mr. Stow 
paint to his imagination a blacker character 
than the one he ascribes to that God who is 
“ love” —who is infinite in love? He certain- 
ly cannot. 

Let Mr. Stow paint to his imagination a 
character, call it devil; an omnipotent one; 
the blackest and the most malignant that his im- 
agination can conceive, or his pencil paint, and 
I pledge myseif to make it appear from his ser- 
mon, and from the writings of his Calvinistick 
brethren, that the character which he ascribes 
to that Deity is equally as bad. A few quota- 
tions is sufficient. 

First, then. ‘Man is blinded by the will 
and command ment of God.” —Catyin. 

2. “Reprobates are absolutely ordained to 
this twofold end : to undergo everlasting pun- 
ishment and necessarily to sin, and therefure to 
sin that they might be justly punished.”-~Pis- 
CATOR. 

$. “The sight of hell-torments will exalt 
the happiness of the saints forever.” —Emmons. 

This is all that is necessary; and a belief of 
this stuff, is called Christianity! ©, Calvin- 
ism! O, Orthodoxy! thou art mac! Ye talk 
of hesthen cruelties and absurdities! and de- 
vour widow’s houses,” under the pretence of 
enlightening the heathen! Yes, the cry is 
like the horse-leach. Give-—give money, mo- 
ney, money! This is your alpha and omega. 
You get it, and the more you get, the less it 
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seems to satiate your devouring maw. Ye 
want money to save them from their imaginary 
hells ? No, but to save them from yours, and 
convert them to your absurdities! Strange 
that men of sense should thus degrade them- 
selves! 
More of this when I get time. 
Yours, A. C. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
TO JAMES LUCKEY, ESQ. 
Dear Sir : 

After an absence of some years, I was grat: | 
ified, to meet, and renew miy good feelings to | 
one whom I ever considered as a valued friend 
I was happy to see you at your house, and 
though our sentiments on some points of the- | 
ology were different, there was the same recip- | 
rocation of feeling which 1 trust we had | 
formerly indulged towards each other. 

Our conversation, you recollect, was on the | 
goodness of God, and the final salvation of all | 
men I stated, what I believed, that the good- | 
ness of God must be given up, or the conclu- | 





termination in good. You say it need not thus 
terminate, because God who is good, allows it 
to exist. You will now perceive where we 
differ. I assume the position, that the exist- 
ence of evil, is an objection to the goodness of 
God, anless we look to its termination. . You 
assumed the position, that God is good, and 
that evil is no objection to his goodness, be 
cause he is good. Yours, I admit, is a 
mon, and not an inconvenient kind oflogick ; 
but, to me not wholly correct. ~ 

Suppose, sir, we try this mode of reasoning. 
You admit that it is wrong to murder, or that 
murder is an evil. Suppose, then, a man whom 
you had always considered a good man, should 
be arraigned for murder, and it should be pro- 
ved that he had murdered; would you con- 
tend his conduct was right? would you say 
the man had done well, and that his act of 
murder was no objection to his goodness, be- 
cause he was a good man? would not the act 
prove him not a good man? I submit toyour 
own good sense to determine. 

Apply this reasoning. You say God is good. 





sion admitted that every individual He has cre- | If I prove that he makes his children misera- 
ated, will be, finally, a gainer by his existence. ; ble, or, what is the same thing, gives them a 
You admitted and contended for the goodness | constitution which proves an eternal evil to 
of God, as well as myself, but considered my , them, should I not prove your assertion false ? 
conclusion not necessary, because, that the ; If I prove this, should I not prove that God 
goodness of God allowed evil to exist at | was not good? So far as the principle is 
present. ‘Ihat is to say, if God can be good | concerned the cases are parallel, and 1 leave 





and allow evil to exist to-day, why may he not 
be good, and allow it to exist to-morrow ? Ac- 
cording to your request, and to my promise, I 
now proceed to show, wherein I think your 
reasoning incorrect, and also to give you some 
farther evidence of the correctness of my own. 

There are, sir,some points, in which we 
agree, or at least, if not, I shall on my part, 
concede. The point in dispute, is easy to un- 
derstand. It was started by an argument used 
in my sermon, which you was so good as to 
hear. I was labouring to prove the salvation of 
all mea. I argued it from the goodnes of God. 
God is a good Boing, as such he cannot make 
his‘ creatures misererable, nor allow them to 
suffer, if he has the power to make them happy. 
He has the power to make them happy, he 
therefore will. This was my conclusion, to 
which you objected. It is not necessary to infer 
that all mankind will be happy, because God 


is good. God is good, but he does suffer his | 


Creatures to be miserable. If my conclusion 
were true, mankind would be happy now. But 
as they are not all happy now, my conclusion, 


| you again to decide. 
Allow me to enquire, what is goodness? 
| Now we all know very well what the term 
means, when applied to man. We all knew 
that a good man will not bring evil or misery 
upon any one if he can avoid it. Yea, he will 
do more: he will make all happy to the extent 
of his ability.. This is goodness, Apply the 
term toGod, If it mean something else, when 
applied to him, that something else is not good~ 
ness, and should be called by another name.. 
You and I both used the term, when speak- 
ing of God. I believe it a proper term and I 
use it in its proper sense, the one I have given. 
it. Now is God thus good ? You say he is. I 
bring the evil which now exists amung his 
children as an objection. You deny it as an 
objection because God is good. You will per- 
ceive you take the very point for granted which 
you ought to prove to wit, the goodness of God. 
: You may say I admit he is good. So I do, 
i when you admit the evil he tolerates: this 
, system of things, is introduced for an ulterior 
| design, or that it shall terminate in our advan- 








you say, is contrary to fact, and therefore is i tage. You may deny that God is the authour 
incorrect. ‘This is the argument on both sides. | of our misery: so do I, that he is directly the 
I admit the fact for which you contend, but authour. But he has given us a constitution, 
also contend that if you urge it against my | and this constitution results at present in our 
conclusion, it will destroy either the power or | sufferings. I contend that this constitution will 
goodness of God. The object of the contro- | result in our felicity, else God was not good in 
versy 1s to reconcile the goodness of God with | giving it. Now. as I am assured that God is 
the existence of evil. I say that his goodness | good, and as I cannot reconcile his 

cannot be maintained unless we suppose its| on any other hypothesis, J conclude al! wil! 
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receive happiness enough from this constitu- | 
tion which we have, taking the whole of our | 
existence into consideration, to over balance 
the evil which it occasions. If you say that 
evil will eternally continue, I contend you de- 
ny the goodness of God. 

Having given this statement of the argu- 
met, and this general view of the ground I 
shall take, I wait your reply. 

I am, dear sir, respectfully yours, &c. 
O. A. Brownscn. 

We have occupied much room in this number with 
an ungrateful controversy with the editor of the Gos- 
pel Herald. But it was necessary. We could not 
avoid it without injury to ourselves and we believe 
injustice to our patrons. We do not intend our paper 
shall be filled with personal controversy. But we 
should be unworthy the confidence of the publick, if we 
allowed our rights to be tra.npled upon, and our char- 
acters traduced without even an attempt to defend 
ourselves. We have however done with this unplea- 
gant affair, and wo do not think T. Fisk, or his asso- 
ciates will be able to call us from the primary design. | 
of our work. 

Rev. Abner Kneeland is appointed Acrnt for the 
Gospel Advocate in the city of New-York. 

We have received no number of the Free Enquirer 
later than the 22nd. We should like to receive 
them, for we are somewhat intereste!! in Miss 
Wright’s lectures un knowledge. 

We have several communications from correspond 
ents of considerable merit, which we shall publish as 
we find room 

The Sermon delivered at the funeral of the Rev. 
C. R. Marsh, by Barzillai Streeter, will be published 
in our next. 

It has been signified to us that we might obtain ma- 
ny mew subscribers in New-York and other places, if 
it were certain the present editor would continue to 
edit the Advocate during the year. if we live and 
have our health, we shall continue to devote our la- 
bours to the editorial department, long as we believe 
we can be useful by so doing. Our paper is perma- 
nently established, and we trust there will be no more 
change of editors very soon. 

We acknowledge the receipt of a very excellent 
Sermon, for. which the authour, Mr. Thomas Whiitte- 
more,,of Cambridgeport, Mass. or whoever sent it to 
us, will accept our thanks. We would give our read- 
ets a view of it, but have room to say no more. 


We have received the first number of the third 
volume of the Utica Evangelical Magazine, edited 
and published by Br. Dolphus Skinner. Its appear- 
ance is somewhat improved. Its matter is mostly 
original and generally interesting. Whatever may 
have.been the state of feeling between this paper and 
the Gospel Advocate, we wish Br. Skinner abundant 
success and proffer him, whether he accepts them or 
not, our congratulations on the success which has hith- 
erto crowned his labours. 

Br. Rayner, of the Religious Inquirer, has publish- 
ed four sermons on the 46th verse of the 25th chapter 
of St. Matthew. They completely refute the com- 
mon deductions from that passage, and indeec conclu- 
sively show that endless misery is not proveable by 
scripture. --We think we shall soon present these ser- 
mons to our readers, as the best treat we can give 
them. 











GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 





Norice. The Southern Association of Universal- 
ists is requested to meet at Hartford, Conn. on the 
THIRD Wednesday and Thursday of May next, in- 
stead of the fourth, as before published.— Rel. Ing. 


MARRIED.—In Zanesville, Ohio, on the 12th ult, 
by Rev. G. C. Sedwick, Mr. Jostan B. ALuxEy, to 
Miss Marntsa Frances, daughter of Gen. Samuel 
Herrick. 


DIED—At Weedsport, on the 23d ult. Caannes 
Haypen, Esq. in the 77th year of his age. Mr. Hay- 
den had long been a believer in the salvation of all 
men. He tried thia faith through a long and painful 
illness, and found its support when the messenger 
Death appeared. At his request made just before his 
death the editor of this paper preached his funeral 
sermon, 

At Cayuga Bridge in Aurelius, on the 26th ult. 
Mrs. BostEpER, wife of Mr. J. D. Bosteder, in the 
20th year of her age. Mrs. Bosteder was a believer 
in God’s impartial love. Her sickoess was short and 
extremely painful, but she derived support from the 
hope that she should triumph over mortality through 
the grace of our Common Father. We could drop 
with her husband a tear at her grave, but 1t was min- 
gled with ‘the joyful hope that all sball finally meet 
where death. is unknown. 

In Sempronius, on the 24th ult. Hanan, consort 
of Capt. Benjamin Oakley, aged 28 years. Her com- 
plaint was the palsy, which suddenly deprived her 
mourning husband of a kind and affectionate compan- 
ion, Her numerous circle of relatives and acquaint- 
ances will long remember her worth; and the poor 
will lament the loss of a warm and charitable friend 


aint ~ 











FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 
STANZAS. 
© Ulest Uronia, heavenly muse, 
My sou] with song inspire, 


Thy musick through my heart diffuse 
Thy strains of Melody profuse, 
Thy pure poetick fire. 


Tune every sweet, harmonious string, 
Let my frail numbers join, 

God’s equitable grace to sing, 

His love whence purest pleasures spring— 
His Majesty divine. 


Ye Seraphs sweli your notes of praise, 
Salvation be your theme ; 

While earth her grateful homage pays, 

Let seas and skies, their voices raise, 
And bless the great Supreme. 


For bim your lyres, ye minstrels sweep, 
From whom all things began, 

To him protracted vigils keep, 

Sing how he reaied the mighty deep, 
And formed the creature man. 


His wisdom shines in every star, 
That gilds the azure skies, 
His mercy giadders ev’ry sphere. 
And bids created man revere 
A God supreme and wise. _ 


J. M. D. 
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